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Ing1978 -1979, there were 741,981 H1span1c§’1n Texas public

y oL

" schools; 82, 393 were labeled hand1capped. Because Hispanics comprised 26 ™~
: ; percent of the geq%ra] student populat1on and 25 percent ‘of the handicapped

¢ v popu]at1on, it wou]d appear that spec1a1 educat1on programs had \reached f

- , parity; representat1on of Hispanics in special education was consonant

-

thh th1s group's representat1oﬁ-1n the genera] student popu]at1on . ‘

.
~

However when the number of H1span1c students served by special education

’

‘e V programs is compared with traiyf1ona11y accepted-1nc1dence f1gures for #

handicapping conditions, serious questions surfate relative to parity,.
- s - labels, -placements, and service,de]ivery for exceptional Hispanics.

¥ t

This is the first known study exanﬁn#ng incidence of handicapped

e H1span1qs w1€h systemat1c 1mp11catlons for nanpower planning. While the
& ~. -
/ study is spec1f1c to one state, the procedures and p]ann1ng mode]s utilized

are genera]]y appltcable.
+  The professional literature indicates that minordt§~chi1dren are

~ . . ° !

~ over-represented in classes for the handicapped and especially in classes '

*  for;the mentally retarded.’ For\eramp1e, Dunn (1968)~postu1a%ed that-
minority children constitute 60 to 80 percent of children enrolled in this
country's specia]‘education~prograns ‘In'a cohprehensive study of special
education p]acement procedures in R1vers1de Ca11forn1a, Mercer (1976)
found three times more Mex1can Amer1can ch11dren and two and one-half times

I

more Blacks than woiild” be expected from their percentage of representat1on ) o
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in the popu]ation~qua1ified for classes for the menta]ﬁy retarded . -

Contrary. to the 11terature Texas H1span1cs are under-represented in all

catégor1es oﬁ hand1capp1ng conditions with the exception of 1earning disa-

b111t1es.

)

Tnsert Table A about heie

- s ,-
.

Mackie's (1965) traditiohé] inctdence figures aré used_in Table A

to project the number of Hispanic students expeé%ediin each handicapping

category. For exampie, the Mackie incidence of 1earnfng disabled in the e

general popu]at1on is two percent, Applying this ‘two percent f1gure to the

number of H1span1cs 1n Texas schoo]s, one WBuld expect 14,840 H1span1cs to

be labeled.learrning disabled. 'prever, Texas Eduqa;iop Agency data report
43,502 learning disabled Hispanits," an incidence_of 5.9 pe}cent, The ihci-

dence of 5.9 percent ex6éeds the 2.percent fncidedte by 2§3 percent.

'Interest1ng1y, 0verrepresentat1on in learning d1sab111t1es is’ contradlctOvv

to 1iterature wh1ch 1nd1cates that m1nor1ty ch?!dren are 1ess likely to be

p]aced in th1s category (Franks, 197{) Data.in Table A a]so 111ustrates

O _ .
the fo]]ow?ng - L
\ s o - )

1. Seventy- -eight percent of all except1ona1 H1span1cs are eerved 1n

A

learning d1sab111t1es and speech, h&ar1ng, _and 1anguage programs.

2. Several’ categories ret]ett‘a 1arge perqentage‘pf.ch11dren hot

/ J -
rbceiving gervices For example, 86 pbrceni~of the e&S%cted ’

number of emotionally disturbed H1span1cs are not receiving °
» 4

. serv1ces, 75 percent‘vf thé aud1tor1a11y hand1capped and 47 °

>percent of the v1sua11y handlcapped A E S
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3. The larger number of Hispanic students d1agnosed as 1earn1nq

v disabled raises serious quest1ons of equ1ty and accuracy of
_diagnosgic processes. . : / LN
4. Compared to wh1te non- H1span1c students, there is a dispropor-
t1onate representat1on of ﬁ1span1cs 1n programs for the mentally
retarded Of the 38 381 menta]]y\retarded student; in Texas, 37-[

percent were white, non-Hispanic, yet, wh1te non-HJspan1cs\

-

comprised 5§ percent ofuthe student population. Hisparics 4

cdmprised 16,percent of the student population but 28 percent of
. & , . ‘ ’
the mentally retarded population.
. e L
5. The category of speech handicap ‘came qii:est to expected levels

ot‘sérviée. ‘Eighty percent of the expected number of students N
A - o . ‘\ ! /
were identified. ' ) Lo / .

Trends in.Special Education ° o : S
Services’ to Hispanics . .o - .

Table B presénts serv?ce incidence figures for Texas'Hispanics in i
. spec1a1 education from 1974 1979. Hispanics have deen underrepresented in
a]] categor1es of handmcapp1ng cond1t1ons, with the except1on of learning
d1sab111t1es, since 1974. However, there has been a steady increase in -
.almost all hand1capp4ng categor1es 1nd1cat1ng a grow1ng concern and accep-

tance of service ob11gat1ons by local education agenc1es

AN

]

It must be noted that there has heen a decrease‘in levelnof services -

e

to Hispanics who are mentally retarded or speech handicapped' The der11ne

»

in seryice incidence has been most dramat1c in the menta] retardatvon cateﬂ

4

L gory. Since 1974, service has decreased by 27 percent.

w oo
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) o , R Insert Tab1e B about here ®. e

g Demograph1c Questions Re]ated to | Inc1dence - . R, 4
Data in Takles A and B raise severa1 questions re1ated to extep—'
v tional Hqspan1c students in special edugat1on programs. -
] /,la_ Why are H1span1cs under-represented in special educat1on7
‘ 2. Why are H1span1cs over-represented in learning disabilities
. . programs7 w - . - L ' ’ ; '
t ’ ‘ 5. what character;st1cs of the, organiation of schools contr1%ute ‘
o . ' .S 1. }o/ouer- and under -representation? | o '_ ' . N

' ° 4. wh1ch percept1ons; pre3ud1ces, expeckations, andfbiases of .

| school personnel contribute to over- and under-representatipn?ff
‘j 5. What parent actions contribute to dver: and under-representétion?

“ : AN 6. How can search and find efforts'be-modified; or improved, to

increase~identification‘of~gxceptiona1 Hispanics?  «

7. what assessment 1nstruments and procedures are used 'to test and

Ty p]ace H1span1c stu ents in- special educat1on programs?
- 1 - R c
8 who conducts assessments and 1nterprets assessment data relative

“to H1Span1c students (e.g. b111ngua1 assesgment personne] versus
q
- mono11ngua1 assessment personnel ass1sted by 1nterpreters)7

. '_\\\~_/) 09, What analysis framework/mode] is used .to 1nterpret children's

’ »
- s .
-

- performance relative to State-Education Agency e11g1b111ty
T <cr1teria? »°: y . _
. » "\wri
. " 10. How does the ana]ys1s framework/mode] compare w1th tn\t used

0

- l P4
°

' “with whité, non- H1span1e students?
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1. - What(are the characteristics of Hispanics in each of the cate- >

gories of handicapping cgﬁditions (e.§. what @&pes of childrén

¢ > . -

are classified as mentally reiarded, emotional ly disturbed,

etc.)?
. . ) }é.' ﬂhat'eulthral,ufociai, linguistic, economic &ariab1es etc. are .
‘ examined in dfagnostie~procedures? What weig t is given such -
:' ' var1ab1es.rn determ1n1ng hand1capp1ng cond1t1ens?
R a Y .L3. Who is résponsible for,d1agnosﬂs, R]acement, and 1n;truc;ion?»
‘,fo what extent are‘bi1}ngua1 education and/or!Eﬁélish.as a
' RIS ‘ * second 1angdage ber;onne1 interacfing dith sp&c%a] educatiOn»
;,. .‘ diagnostic and instructional personne1? . .
‘?~ .e i ' 14. What are the levels 6f Spanish language proficiency among excep-
. _ . tional Hispanics? Hdw is 1anguage dominance and proficiency‘ v
) determined? . v, K ) o )
; These questions _must be addressed in order to increase bdth the
T level and appropr1ateness of services for exceptional H1span1c students.
i Demography . . !
. > A R S o :
;, : : opy]ation trends in Texas schools underscore the critical need t;/,~ .
; - focus atfehtion upon(this popu]atign. Te%as §choo1s have erPerienced a .4
{ ¢ deCline in the ;hite'non-Hispanic student population but an increase in the ~

b<d

. . Hispanic prd]ation. As can be see 1h Table C, in the past ffve’years, B AR

i Vo the white mon-Hispanic student population dec11ned by approximately 20 000

;* ‘ ‘. studen%s“wh1¥e the Hispanic ‘student popu]atﬂbn 1ncreased by 85, 000. W1the

i; ;-_ J. - the 1980 census show1ng H1span1cs to be the fastest grod1ng Tanguage

) ?56 } B»c m;nor1tf‘1nl;hls country, the school population growth trend gp Texas will N

A
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continue. Addition#11y, recent Texas court decisions mandate that children

v

of undocumented workers be educated (Doe vs. Plyler, 1980) and that

bilingual education.be.expanded through twelfth grede (U.S. vs. Texas,:

1981). These court decisions may result in even greater increases in the
number of Hispanic students in Texas schools and thus an addi tional demand
for trained personrel to serve the needs ‘of Hispanics .in both regular and

special education programs.

-~ Vardables Affectfﬁg Service Inc1dence ' " -

Since the 1960's, there has been a grow1ng recogg1t1on that 1anguage

-

minority children need special assistance if they are to have an oppor-

v v - \ -
tunity to succeed in school: However, school districts oftentimes find
4 . 4

L4

' 2 themselves at a lToss as to how to tailor programs -and services to meét .the
ﬁhique needs 6f~these students. Special education programs must not 0n1y

meet the ‘child's spec1a1 education nee eeds, Eut these 'services must also be

.l F~
- 4 LN
- N L

Vo
. . Insert Table C about here

~

3

7

appropriate to the child® s§11ngu1st1c cu]tura], and other background
character1st1cs. The comp]ex1ty of this task may3 incand of 1tse1f
- Contribute to oter- and uhder-representat1on of H1span1cs in spec1a1

<

education. Severa] other variables may affect service 1nc1dence, including

L . A

the fo]]ow1n§ ' e ¥ ) _
Po11cy/1aw. The Egutation for all Hanﬁ?cebped Ch%]dren Act (P.L.
947142) was passeq in 1575. Tncreaseq 1eve1s’nf‘services may have'resq1ted
" from the reqhi¥ement that procedures be %mp]emented to identi(y the‘ \

unserved and inadequate)y-served. This law no doubt played a part in

- .
] S

N

N
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dec11ne of services in some categories as it called for the mildly han-

. & ] . ’ '

. dicapped to be m§1nta1ned #n regular, educat1on programs if at all poss1b1e

Add1t1ona11y, the law 1nc1uded protections agawnst d1scr1m1natory practices

~ .. S

in the provision of special educat1on serv1ces ' ' .‘\‘
- 'b
L1t1gat1on. Recent]y, there has been an 1ncrease 1n 11t1gat1on and

. o

a groging trend toward ma]pract1ce suits directed at individuals who have

/ -

< participated\in‘identificatibn, placement, and teaching processes‘

~

resu]tiné in real damages to minority~chi1eren. The decline in éervice
r -,incidence for mentally retarded Hispanics may reflect that scheo1 districts
are'becoming reLuctgnt to ﬁdentﬁfy‘handicapped minorify children for feer' /
that tﬁey will not be able to defend diagnostic procedures or prescrfp- .
;ions.~ These children may therefore be depriyeq of-a free, eqpropriate
2 education in the least restrictiverenvirpnment in an.effort to avoid liti-

¢ * *

.« gation. .7

Lack of Assessment Personnel._,There is a lack of\ assessment person-

nel who can test the ehi1d in his/her‘dominant language and interpret per-

Inadeqyate Procedures. Hispanic ch11dren have not ‘been~identifled

&

3

</ 11ngqut1c and cultural character1st1cs ;
-

Lack of Bilingual Personne] Once the ch11d is 1dent1f1ed as han«

d1capped federa] 1eg1s1at1on reinges the deve]opment of 1nd1g1dua11zed

educat1on programs (I.E4P."s) to help the ch11d achieve h1s/her greatest

- ) ¢ -

potent1a1. For may 1imited and "rion-English speakers, prov1s1on;pf 5%
. 7. . . . :

v
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appropriate education cannot be rea11zed because of the 1ack of b111ngua1

spec1a1 education personnel. Therefore fewer Hispanics- are prov1ded spe-

% cial education services.

\
L 4

& B111ngua1 Education.. Since 1968, theére has been an increase in the

availability of b1]1ngua1 education programs for ch11dren of Timited
Eng]]sh 1anguage prof1c1ency. Decline in service incidence for the e n-
ta]]y retarded may indicate that bilingual educat1on programs have bec ome
alternatives to special education p]gcements P]acement in such programs
is made‘in the hope that putting the child {q a class with a teacher who’
, ) ‘speaks his/her Janguage wi]] in and of itself, remedy deficit >
*condition(s). B111ngua1 educators often find that they do not have the

—

necessarf tra1n1ng 0 determine whether a child is hand1capped or to pro-

DRy —
¥ . vide educat1ona1 1ntervent1ons which will help hand1capped students achieve
= h P their potenttal. Further, teachers are at a loss as to how to prevent
. inapprodriate placement of exceptional children in their classes.

;
Inékgased Awareness.'~ Decline in service 1nc1dence in the categovy

of speech handicaps may be attr1buted to increased understand1ng of the

nature of the second language acqu1s1t1on and- awareness df the- 1nf1uence of
—_— $

native language development on the development of English 1anguage ski11s.
- B < .

Speech pathologists may be less likely to categorize as disorders those

> ‘ . \ . . ) .
speech and language errors which have been.determ]ned to be\pharacter1st1c
4 -~ o

of Spanish speakers who learn English as a second 1@age.

s .

Manpower\Needs

" - .
kK

- The discussion of over\\ind under-representation of Hispanic

\Q -
- children in specialveducation‘has beeri attributed to several factors: '




be focused at two 1eve1S° (l) preparation of special education and general

¢ . N . b .
. v 9 v
Q.
. . . ’
. B v

1. Lack of trained personnel who can.appropriately assess han-’

‘dicappihg conditions when children are linguistically and

>
1

fcu]tgra11y diverse; : /

2. Llack of SChool district personnel able to defend assessment -pro-

cedures, placement decisions, or educational plans;

3. Llack of trained instructional personpel to deliver special edu- .

cationseryices that meet the needs of the child -not only in

P
3

terms of the handicapping condition but that a]so refiect an

- understand1ng of how’ the ch11d s language and culture affect .
’ P4

~

. performance, o A .
4. Lack of personne]‘who can distinguish when the chiid's behavior
s due to'hjs/herv1inguistic or cu]tura] characteristics anq
when that behavior/achievement is because of a deficit or
% hanoicapping eonditton which would qualify the student for Spe-
cial education servicesf‘ . : ) ‘ "
These prob1ems cannot be resolved uoti] training is providedfto.\kk ' .

school d1str1ct personnel who serve children’ who have 11m1ted Eng11sh -

language prof1c1ency‘0r who are themse]ves bilingual. Such tra1n1ng must

educat1on personne] at the preserv1ce 1eve] and (2) training of spec1a1
educat1on and general edycation personne] current]y emp]oyed by 1oca1
{

educat1on agenc1es. The d1mens1ons of these tra1n1ng needs are focused by

N .

reports of schoo] adm1n1strators, scho©dl personnel off1cers, ahd 1nstntu- ~

tillps of higher education which indicate an almost nonexistent number of

L,

»
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“-children. Pract1ca11y ng hard data exists 0p numbers of appropr1ateLy

1 -

%
taaihed personne], extept toksay that the market is void of such?persons. |
“Agencies which taBu]ate stat1st1cs related to-profess1ona1 pérsona;1 i
character1§£1ca11y réfer 1nqu1r1es to other ageQ§res, wh1ch 1n<turn veferf E
o .1nqu1r1es to yet other agencies. Such searches p1npo1nt that‘}he numbers ~‘c¢:
;‘ " . of such personnel* are.so small that agencies either do’ not acgu;re such | ‘
statistics oa hé/not have information sources which can provfﬁe daéa o Y :
. °;ucﬁ small nurbers. ) | - . .‘L
5 ! e \ ) A, .
R Because of the,paucity of data relative to current .supply of _ ;:
bilingual spe€1a1 educat1on personne] manggyer b]anning‘data relaaiie to i
personnel neéded to serve exceptional Hispanics has not been\developed T .
. Coleman's (1970) manpower p1:nn1ng mode] prov1ded a system. to proaecf per- ‘
. sonnel needs 1n different categories in the future. This system 1nclades ¢
" five stepé (Corcoran and Shi?]ex, 1978): ) . i .
'~ 1. State Plan Guidelines N\
' ' $€“*J A determ1nat1on 1s made of those gu1de11nes from the statp p]an
A special educat1on which are spec1f1ca11y re{ated t; person- "o 7?'
) " nel needs. An examp]e would be the formu]a’dkvch a]]ocates a ; \\
y . spec1f1c number of speci al educat1on personnel eligible for o \\ )
- :
- ’ » receiving s;ate funds based\gnvaverage da11y attendance ;: 5.‘ ' B g
) school distriqtf Anather examplé mig?t be buide]ines indicag%ﬁg.
' X teacher-papil rat%qs) apprggzjate c1ass size, etc. . 2
2, Gross ManpoverRequirements ! ‘ C T o
- Total numbers of ﬁgrsoane1 needed by certﬁfjcatioﬁ.categony are '
determined by apﬁinng‘current guidelines (exl,,a teacaer of .;. h' *
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.~ deaf-blind children will operate in a classroom serving x-number

3.

~—r”’

-

of:deef-biinq children) to enrollment figures as they are pro-

jected for each of five years into the future. Since this step.
detefmines gross manpower requiremepts, figures prbduced in this
stee"hight be thought ef as "ideei," i.e. the number:of person-
“nel needea if al1 Hispanic exceptional children were being
served statewide in appropriate programs.

v S
v

Data Relative to Existing Manpower

Numbers of existing manpower by categories are multiplied by a
growgh.rate (p051t1ve or negative) based on a simple trendline
\analysis to determine a "projected ex1éting personnel” for each,

of f1Vi years into the future.. These figuresfcouid represé;t
the personnel expected to exist in a given year and would
account for ettrition,rates,'perspnnei-in-training wjth availa-
‘pi]ity dates, and personnel entering §becia1 education positions

~

from other than institutions in Texas the immediate past year.

“

NET difference = Manpower Needs

a@ .
Step number four represents the proces$ of calculating needs by4
subtracting "projected exif'ting personnel” from gross manpower
requirements according to a common néedq‘assessmeﬁt formuia,,the

discrepanay'modei:

Gross_Manpower Requf;emehts

(-)Projected Existing Personnel’

(equals) Manpower Needs for ‘the Future

~ 0.

/

—r
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‘ 5. Development of Programs -

Based on figures yiQ]Qed in Step #4 (ca]cu]atipg by;categovﬁég
of specific kinds of personne]).the organization (%exas
‘Education/Agency) undertakes the development of programs
designed to meet future needs for manpowér in special education
in Texas. ’Two.broad c§}egories of program deve]obmgnt might be

as follows: ) .

. " A. In-service Training ' 5

Devélopment of programs with local and regional education,

™ ) o
agencies to retr;?n existing pe;sonne],for roles in special
education whegs demggd is greater than supﬁ]y.

B. Pre-service Training

Articulation with training institutions Pn Texas to develop -

f:/’”". (or to cyt back) programs which train personnel in specific
. » ‘ ~7
. categorical areas. . .

In the following sections, this model is used to project manpower ﬁgéds‘fon7

. . . ! h
exceptiona), Hispanic students. q .

[}

Determining Guidelines and Enrollment

ofh ‘ ¢
Table D reflects the largest number™of children ¥n a particular
LY b -

category that can be served by one tehchgr. This approachfyie1ds,the

3

-/ 8
x teachers needed. . . . » §§§

PO C - Insert Table D about here

&

o ¢

" most conservative projection possible, that is, the minimum number of o



o~

, 13

These- f1gures represent actua] teacher -pupil rat1os 1n‘Texas “for

“the 1972 1973 school year% the last year for which such figures are*

I

’

ava1fab1e. L ' ' S .

ve

ProJected State Enroliments in Spec1a1 Educat1on

Projection of ‘total enrollment of Hispanics in special education is A///’

based on.a simple growth'factor relative to total éthoo] Average Daily

=

Attendance (ADA). (See Table E and F.)

¥ ¥’ T . “
x “)x . Id
. "f' , Tnsert Tab1ej§,about here

<

PrOJected Enrollments by Hand1capp1ng Cond1t1on

' Based on a growth factor of 3 8 percent the projected H1span1c stu-

dent enro]]ment for 1979 1984 is given in Table F.

Y
4 .

LR

‘Insert Tahle F here

Percent. of “Fu]] Gapacity" Services o

> o Full capac1ty means all expected hand1capped students are 1dent1f1ed

and served.’ According to Mackie (1965) exceptional students would comprise

I1.2 percent of the s\udent population.

“Tnsert Table G here

g
A S s

As has been noted, .if only combined incidence figures; for han- /ft:r

v
dicapping conditions are inspected; it appears that the state is providing

. servigee to the expected number of handicapped Hispanic. students (11-12

' 3 - : > - .
percent as seen in Table G). However examination of the service incidence
figures 1nd1cates underrepresentat1on 1n all categories with the except1on.

of 1earn1ng disabi]ities, Manpower proqut1ons must be sensitjve to
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Gross Manpower Needs: -+ .

o e _______ Exceptional Hispanics
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intreased ability. to identiﬁy'the unserved and to decrease overrepresen- ,
tation.in learning disabilities categories; Therefore, while figures

suggest the greatest personne] needs to be for the learning d1sab1ed and .

. laie

&
speech handicapped it is .important that the character1st1cs of students

.

p]aced in'such program be exam1ned to determine whether the need is deter- . .

mi ned by inappropriate. 1dent1f1cat1on, placement or based upon a rea] han-
/d1capp1ng cond1t1on. 1‘gd1t1ona11y, manpower projections must’'address both
an inereasé€ in enro]?ment and an increase in services prov1ded.

Tab]e H proJects the number of exceptional Hispanic studen who ﬁﬁ

would be served in 1979 1984 based on the concept of full capaeﬁty

v,

L Tnsert Table H here.

-

M a

M\npower needs for handicapped Hispanics were 'detenm'?ed by dividing

—
, the number of Hispanic stydents proJected in each categor1ca1 area by fhe

correspond1ng teacher-pupil ratio. Tab]e 1 g1ves proJected manpower needs

to 1983-1984.

Insert Table I about h&re
7 -

Gross*manpowef’reduirements to serve Hispanic exceptioral children

& <
indicate & critical need for Institutions of H1gher Education to dramat1-

cally emphasize b111ngua1 spec1a1 educat1on personne] programs to meet the

critical shortage. (See Tab]e J.) - *

-~

Insert Table J about here

>
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g~dé§a. . For example, there is little data avai]qb]e about ’

existing bilingual special education personnel in each categorical area.

.
LIRS

Therefore, it is not possib1e to determine the exact megnitude'of discre-
~pancy between supply and demand * Thére is also a lack of data re]ative to
projected attrition based on factors such as maternity leave, ret1rement

« dedth, or relocation. Data is not, available to detennine'"personneT

becoming available." However, the fact that no data is available supports

*the conclusion that the d1screpancy "is great. Training units of the educa-
.‘, <
tional enterprise must be 1nformed and supported in their efforts to

address the critical manpower'needs-assoc1ated with ‘serving hand1capoed

Hispanics. . ¢
3
\
- .
’ -
»
L ((
- grogl
— 3 WW
o 0
y ) J
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- ‘ -~ Exceptional Hispanios
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o j' . . ' Table A ‘ . . - .. .
CoE o . . :

RN} .

Summary of Special Education Serviceslncidence for Hispanicssin Texas for 1978-1979 1
- \ , ‘ )
IS K . Mackie's | B ﬁ % of o .
. ) ‘ Traditionally. . Expected No.* .,  Total (' Expected - Curre Rt <
, N Accepted of Handicapped Being . No. Being"’ - Seryice-
Type of Handicap - Incidence " Hispanics L Served Served Inciy
Visually Handicapped .10 £ 782 - 438 593 .06
‘ Hearing Impaired .60 ’ 4,452" . 1,115 ‘ %% .15 N ,
. " Orthopedically - ' . o < T
Handicapped and Other -.50 . : 3,710y 2,767 : 75% T 37 . ‘ g
Health Impaired, " 8 " L ” : ) }
. . . b <. M 'Y . . / ‘3 . 1
V7 lenfally Retarded 2.50 . 18,550 10,782 s 140 ‘
. e A 4 ’ - -
Emotionally Disturbed 2.00 . 14,840 2,108 14% .- = . .28
Learning Disabled 2.00 - 14,840 .~ 43,502 2933 5.90 o
'.*.Speech Handicapped 3.50 © 25,969 T 20,684 80% - 2.80 ° «\\;\\\'h

m

x

O

1]

Ry

. e <

NOTE: These figures are based on the Texas Education Agency's Fall survey of general student )
population and the report of all special education students, ingfMding students contiracted to &
approved non-public schools for 1978-1979. The Hispanic student population vas 741,98%&\ . -
’ . » .. ;:.

o

=3

2.

o

81

T *These figures are based on Mackie's (1965) traditional Incidence-figures.
P ' ‘ ’ ’ . < . \
) Wnsnrf 2 . /
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) .Table B y n)
" . - - , ‘ R i
¢ . \ N . -7 L ~
Trends in Service Incidence fog Exceptional Hispanics in Texas LA
. - Pl < - v ! - . .

: . . : .
- N a . Represented. by Percentage-Served 4%»
.t & . ' - . rs ’

‘e . . PR - B . ,

&

& @ N ~ . . e \
Category . 1974-75 ~ 1975-7% a976-77:__ - 197%78 1978-79

8

. -
- P . N : ..

VH: 27.9 .35.5 ., -~ 45.6 B33 7 9.0
Hi- ¢ .0, 220\ 239 2.8 - 25:0

ﬁ MR | ; 84‘0 6

. 7 C Ll 7246
OH ,C@.é L 55? . 67.2 n.17 74.6
‘ ED 9.7 T 100 ., N6° 12.3 14,2

-~

‘s

7.2 66.1 58.1 "
5.9

A

240.0° 257.0 <" *.271.0 279.0 293.0.  \
, ' , e R :
sh - 9.3 - '77.6 86.1 { 87.4 79.6
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., _ Table-C 9§7
s Population Trends #mong Hispanic and White Students
- . in Texas Public Schools
N . ,
’ t f ) ‘ /‘ . ”
Total- School- ' : A '
N , TN ' ) :
‘4 Year Population . White . Hispanic '
) 1974-1975 é:?85,296 . 1,687,231 657123 ~
| (60.6%) . (23.6%)
~ . o ;’ A 4 ‘ i
- 1975-1976- 2,812,888 * 1,683,505 680,820
’ A3 ’ < ' ‘ . -
- . o Tl (59.8%). . (25.g%)\\_ ;
N 3 . » 4#:5’ v" :Q; . .
1976-1977 : 2,839,864 1,685,958 « " 700,656
. AN Lo Y
(59.42) ' ' (24.7%)
) ”
- b . WY . ¢ .
. 1977-1978 2,856,361 - - 1,687,828 721,846 .
. -2 ’ ® L4 N
N\ ' - (éé.S%) - (25.3%)
A Y N . . . . N -
) - '4‘ - e . , —
©1978-1979, . 2,867,254 1,667,978 741,981
. i . (58.2%) (25.9%)
' ¢, : S R4 . SR
/
- - -
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ﬁab]e D

.
* ~

Maximum Pupil/Teacher Ratios for the Handicapped

L]

Category . Teacher
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